Appln No. 10/678,420 
Amdt date July 5, 2005 

Reply to Office action of June 16, 2005 
Amendments to the Drawings; 

The attached sheet of drawings includes changes to FIG. 2. This 
sheet, which includes Fig. 2, replaces the original sheet 
including Fig. 2. 

Attachment : Replacement Sheet 

Annotated Sheet Showing Changes 
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Appln No. 10/678,420 
Amdt date July 5, 2005 

Reply to Office action of June 16, 2005 

REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

The Patent and Trademark Office Action has required an 
Election of species and has pointed out some discrepancies in 
the dependencies of some of the claims. The amendment proposed 
above corrects several discrepancies in the dependencies of the 
claims as originally submitted. 

The Examiner considered that the dependency of claim 11 was 
incorrect, since it recites an elastic conduit and depends from 
claim 10 which recites an accumulator. This dependency is 
correct and covers an embodiment having both an accumulator and 
an a elastic conduit as described in the specification. Thus, 
the dependency of this claim is unchanged. 

Applicant has noticed that the reference numeral 16 was 
inadvertently used twice in FIG. 2. One of these should have 
been the reference numeral 2 6 as used in the description. A 
corrected sheet with this drawing change is enclosed. 
Acceptance of the amended drawing is requested. 

The Examiner has required an election of species from 
amongst those in the 3 sheets of drawings and the description of 
the application. Applicant hereby elects an embodiment as 
illustrated in FIG. 1 of the application. 

The Examiner has acknowledged that claim 1 is generic. 
Applicant submits that claims 5, 8, 9, 16, 18 to 20, 24, 28 and 
32 are also generic to everything described and illustrated in 
this application. Allowance of any of these claims entitles 
applicant to examination on the merits of the rest of the 
claims . 
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Appln No. 10/678,420 
Amdt date July 5, 2005 

Reply to Office action of June 16, 2005 

Applicant's claims 2, 10, 12 and 17 are generic to the 
embodiments illustrated in FIGS. 1 and 3, These claims should 
be examined together with the broader generic claims, and 
allowance of any of these claims entitles applicant to 
examination on the merits of the rest of the claims. 

Claim 14 is a little different in that it is generic as to 
the type of reservoir and specific to FIG. 3 for the number of 
reservoirs. Applicant submits that allowance of this claim 
entitles applicant to examination on the merits of the rest of 
the claims . 

Claims 3, 6, 7, 13, 15, 21-23, 25-27, 28-31 and 33-35 are 
specific to the embodiment illustrated in FIG. 3, although they 
may also cover other embodiments such as, for example, an 
embodiment incorporating both accumulators and elastic conduit. 

As far as is known, all of the generic claims and the 
claims dependent from them, should be allowable. Examination on 
the merits of the application and allowance of the claims are 
therefore requested. 
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Appln NO. 10/678,420 
Amdt date - July 5, 2005 

Reply to Office action of June 16, 2005 

Under this Election, Applicant is entitled to an 

examination on claims 1, 2, 5, 8-10, 12, 16-20, 24, 28 and 32. 

Allowance of any of these claims entitles applicant to 
examination on the merits of the rest of the claims. 



Respectfully submitted, 



CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP 




Richard D. Seibel 
Reg. No. 22,134 
626/795-9900 
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